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Period for Reply 
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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1-23 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-10 and 12-23 is/are rejected. 

7) ^ Claim(s) 11_ is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)K The drawing(s) filed on 27 June 2000 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). " 
11 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 

failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 

the invention. 

Claim 12 recites the limitation "the second stage assembly" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1 , 14-17 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Van 
Lierop etal. (US 5,557,169). 

Regarding claim 1, Van Lierop discloses a method of making a lamp electrode 
comprising the steps of cutting a first material to a desired length to define a first material 
component (33b) having a first end (31b) and a second end (35b), joining a first end of a second 
material (34b) to the second end of the first material (35b) component, cutting the second 
material to define a second material component (32b) having a second end (37b), joining a first 
end of the third material (30b) to the second end (37b) of the second material (32b), cutting the 
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third material to define a third material component having a second end, and securing a coil to 
the second end of the third material (Column 5, lines 6-18). 

Regarding claim 14, Van Lierop discloses a method wherein the steps of joining further 
comprise welding (Column 5, lines 6-18). 

Regarding claim 15, Van Lierop discloses a method wherein the step of cutting a first 
material further comprises the step of supplying a niobium wire to be cut (Column 4, lines 43- 
46). 

Regarding claim 16, Van Lierop discloses a method wherein the step of joining a first 
end of the second material further comprises the step of supplying a molybdenum overwind to 
be joined (Column 4, lines 43-46). 

Regarding claim 17, Van Lierop discloses a method wherein the step of joining a first 
end of the third material further comprises the step of supplying a tungsten wire to be joined 
(Column 5, lines 10-11). 

Regarding claim 22, Van Lierop discloses a method wherein the step of securing a coil is 
performed subsequent to the step of cutting the third material. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2 and 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Van 

Lierop et al. (US 5,557,169). 
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Regarding claim 2, Van Lierop discloses the claimed invention except for the limitations 
of using a first collet to hold a first portion of the first material, using a second collet to hold a 
second portion of the first material spaced from the first portion, and cutting the first material at a 
point between the first and the second collets. The examiner notes that it would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art to hold within a pair of collets a first and second portion of a first 
material and provide a cut at a location between the two collets, since along some advantages 
the second collet can be use to designate a specific length in which the material is cut, 
additionally the excess material cut from the main material component is carried away by the 
collet member and any mishandling of the excess material can be avoided. Thus, it would have 
been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skills in the art to 
use a first collet to hold a first portion of the first material, use a second collet to hold a second 
portion of the first material spaced from the first portion, and cutting the first material at a point 
between the first and the second collets in the method disclosed by Van Lierop in order to 
obtain a specific length in which the material is cut and avoid any mishandling of the excess 
material cut from the main material component. 

Regarding claim 13, Van Lierop discloses the claimed invention except for the limitation 
of the cutting steps further comprises cutting with a high-speed diamond saw. The Examiner 
notes that one of ordinary skills in the art would have considered the use of any well known 
cutting wire equipment including a high speed cutting saw during the cutting steps as an 
obvious matter of design choice, since applicant has not disclosed that the use of a high speed 
cutting diamond saw solves any problem or is for any particular purpose and it appears that the 
invention would perform equally well when using any well known cutting equipment. 



• 
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Claims 3-6, 18-21 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Van Lierop et al. (US 5,557,169) in view of Tessmann (US 3,259,969). 

Regarding claims 3 and 5, Van Lierop discloses the claimed invention except for the 
limitation of the steps of joining the respective ends of a material components further comprises 
using a first collet to hold the first or second material component, and using a second collet to 
hold the second or third material so that the first end of the second or third material is located 
adjacent to the second end of the first or second material, respectively. However, Tessmann 
discloses a method of welding two pieces of wire provided with a first and second collet 
structures (17 and 18), the first collet holding a first material component, and the second collet 
holding a second material so that the first end of the second material is located adjacent to the 
second end of the first material. The collet assembly is commonly used in the field of welding 
components in order to maintain a stable and secure hold between the components and thus 
obtain a solid welded surface. Thus, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was 
made to a person having ordinary skills in the art to incorporate the collet assembly disclosed by 
Tessmann in the method of Van Lierop in order to provide a stable and secure hold between the 
components and thus obtain a solid welded surface. 

Regarding claims 4 and 6, Van Lierop discloses the claimed invention except for the 
limitation of using a first collet to hold a portion of at least one end of the first, second or third 
material, using a second collet to hold a portion of the second or third material and cutting the 
second or third material at a point between the first and second collets. However, Tessmann 
discloses a method of welding two pieces of wire provided with a first and second collet 
structures (17 and 18), the first collet holding a first material component, and the second collet 
holding a second material so that the first end of the second material is located adjacent to the 
second end of the first material. The collet assembly is commonly used in the field of welding 
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components in order to maintain a stable and secure hold between the components and thus 
obtain a solid welded surface. Thus, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was 
made to a person having ordinary skills in the art to incorporate the collet assembly disclosed by 
Tessmann in the method of Van Lierop in order to provide a stable and secure hold between the 
components and thus obtain a solid welded surface. 

Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to cut the second or 
third material after joining to the end of the first or second material, respectively, and provide the 
cut at a location between the two collets assembly, since along some advantages the second 
collet can be use to designate a specific length in which the material is cut, additionally the 
excess material cut from the main material component is carried away by the collet member and 
any mishandling of the excess material can be avoided. Thus, it would have been obvious at the 
time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skills in the art to provide a step of 
cutting the second or third material at a point between the first and second collets in the method 
disclosed by Van Lierop-Tessmann in order to obtain a specific length in which the material is 
cut and avoid any mishandling of the excess material cut from the main material component. 

Regarding claims 18 and 20, Van Lierop discloses the claimed invention, however, is 
silent in regards to the limitation of the step of joining a first end of the second or third material 
being performed subsequent to the step of cutting the first or second material, respectively. The 
Examiner notes that one of ordinary skill in the art would recognize the desirability of joining a 
first end of the second or third material subsequent to the step of cutting the corresponding 
material component in order to provide the corresponding material with an adequate and 
desirable length prior to the joining step. Accordingly, it would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skills in the art to provide the step of joining a 
first end of the second or third material being performed subsequent to the step of cutting the 
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first or second material, respectively, since it is desirable to provide the first or second material 
with an adequate and desirable length prior to the joining step. 

Regarding claims 19 and 21, Van Lierop discloses the claimed invention however is 
silent in regards to the limitation of the step of cutting the second or third material being 
performed subsequent to the step of joining the first end of the second or third material, 
respectively. The Examiner notes that one of ordinary skill in the art would recognize the 
limitation of cutting the second or third material subsequent to the joining step as an obvious 
matter of design choice, since the option of cutting the material prior or after the step of joining 
does not solve any stated problem or is for any particular reason and it appears that the 
invention would perform equally well regardless of the chosen instance for cutting the material. 

Additionally, when joining small size components the presence of additional material is 
an obvious advantage in order to maintain a strong and stable hold of the components, any 
additional material can be subsequently disposed. Accordingly, it would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skills in the art to provide a cutting 
step subsequently to a joining step as an obvious matter of design choice, since a particular 
instance for the cutting step does not solve any stated problem or is for any particular reason. 

Regarding claim 23, Van Lierop discloses a method of making an electrode for a lamp 
comprising the steps of cutting a first material to a desired length to define a first material 
component (33b) having a first end (31b) and a second end (35b), welding a first end of a 
second material (34b) to the second end of the first material (35b) component, cutting the 
second material to define a second material component (32b) having a second end (37b), 
welding a first end of the third material (30b) to the second end (37b) of the second material 
(32b), cutting the third material to define a third material component having a second end, and 
securing a coil to the second end of the third material (Column 5, lines 6-18) and cutting the coil 
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at a coil cutting position. Van Lierop fails to disclose the step of using collet members during 
each stage of the electrode components assembly and further, the steps of cutting the materials 
to a certain length at a position between the collet members after each welding stage thus 
defining a first, second and third material component. 

Tessmann discloses a method comprising several stages of welding rod components. 
The method comprises providing in the first stage a pair of collets to hold at least two rod 
components and positioning the collets adjacent to each other for welding the first component to 
the second component, after the first welding stage, a first collet is displaced or advanced to a 
second position along the end portion of the welded rod components, while a second collet, 
provided with another rod component, is placed adjacent to the first collet and thus continuing a 
next stage of the welding assemblage. Accordingly, the usage of collets as holding members for 
welding processes is within the teachings of Tessmann in order to maintain a stable and secure 
hold between the components and thus obtain a solid welded surface. It would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skills in the art to 
incorporate the collets member and manufacturing process disclosed by Tessmann in the 
manufacturing process of Van Lierop in order to hold and position the rod components adjacent 
to each other, which provides a stable and solid hold of the material components during welding 
procedures. 

Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to cut the material 
components at a location between the two collets arrangement, since along some advantages 
the second collet can be use to designate a specific length in which the material is cut, 
additionally the excess material cut from the main material component is carried away by the 
collet assembly and any mishandling of the excess material can be avoided. Thus, it would have 
been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skills in the art to 
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provide a step of cutting the second or third material at a point between the first and second 
collets in the method disclosed by Van Lierop-Tessmann in order to obtain a specific length in 
which the material is cut and avoid any mishandling of the excess material cut from the main 
material component. 

Claims 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Van Lierop 
et al. (US 5,557,169) in view of Freeman (US 3,132,409). 

Regarding claim 7, Van Lierop discloses the claimed invention except for the limitation of 
wherein the step of securing further comprises pushing the coil over an end of the third material. 
In the same field of endeavor, Freeman discloses a method of assembling electrodes wherein 
the coil is pushed over the end of the core material in order to provide an electrode-coil 
assembly by means of force fit without the requirement of welding or the like. Thus, it would 
have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skills in the 
art to incorporate the method of assembling the coil portion to an electrode as disclosed by 
Freeman in the method of Van Lierop in order to provide an electrode-coil assembly by means 
of force fit without the requirement of welding or the like. 

Regarding claims 8 and 9, Van Lierop discloses the claimed invention except for the 
limitation of the step of securing further comprises selecting a coil having an inner diameter that 
is smaller than an outer diameter of the third material and further rotating at least one of the coil 
and the third material component for causing the coil to open as it is pushed over the end of the 
third material component. In the same field of endeavor, Freeman discloses a method of 
assembling electrodes wherein a coil portion has an inner diameter that is smaller than an outer 
diameter of a rod electrode and the rod electrode is rotated within the coil in order to provide an 
electrode-coil assembly by means of force fit without the requirement of welding or the like and 
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permit the necessary force to be exerted on the rod without causing the coil to collapse or 
become distorted. Thus, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skills in the art to incorporate the method of assembling the coil portion 
to an electrode as disclosed by Freeman in the method of Van Lierop in order to provide an 
electrode-coil assembly by means of force fit without the requirement of welding or the like and 
permit the necessary force to be exerted on the rod without causing the coil to collapse or 
become distorted. 

Regarding claim 10, Van Lierop discloses the claimed invention except for the limitation 
of wherein the step of securing further comprises press fitting the coil to the second end of the 
third material component. In the same field of endeavor, Freeman discloses a method of 
assembling electrodes wherein the coil is press-fitted over the end of the core material in order 
to provide an electrode-coil assembly by means offeree fit without the requirement of welding or 
the like. Thus, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skills in the art to incorporate the method of assembling the coil portion to an 
electrode as disclosed by Freeman in the method of Van Lierop in order to provide an electrode- 
coil assembly by means of force fit without the requirement of welding or the like. 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Van Lierop et 
al. (US 5,557,169) in view of Anderson et al. (US 2,687,489). 

Regarding claim 12, Van Lierop discloses the claimed invention except for the limitation 
of wherein the step of securing further comprise fusing the coil to the end of the second stage 
assembly. However, in the same field of endeavor, Anderson discloses a method of 
manufacturing a rod electrode comprising a step of securing a coil to the end of the electrode by 
fusing the coil the end of the rod electrode in order to provide a secure seal between the coil 
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and the rod electrode. Thus, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skills in the art to incorporate the coil and rod electrode assembly 
disclosed by Anderson in the method of Van Lierop in order to provide a secure seal between 
the coil and the rod electrode. 

Other Prior Art Cited 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 1 1 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
Regarding claim 1 1 , the references of the Prior Art of record fails to teach or suggest the 
combination of the limitations as set forth in claim 1 1 , and specifically comprising the limitation 
of cutting through the coil and a portion of the third material component in order to use the third 
material component as a support during the cutting process. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Mariceli Santiago whose telephone number is (703) 305-1083. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:00 AM to 3:30 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nimesh Patel, can be reached on (703) 305-4794. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 308-7382. Additionally, 
the following fax phone numbers can be used during the prosecution of this application (703) 
872-9318 (for response before a Final Action) and (703) 872-9319 (for response after a Final 
Action). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0956. 

Mariceli Santiago 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2879 




Kenneth J. Ramsey 
Primary Examiner 



